The summar:y writing task has been widely used in order to exarnine how well readers comprehend texts (Alderson, 2000) . As a scoring criterion of summary protocols, previous studies 
protocols, previous studies have considered whether or not a reader can effectively use rnacrorules, which refiect the process of readers' constmction of their mental representation (e.g., Johns & Mayes, 1990; Kim, 2001) . In fact, the use of macrorules is assumed to be closely related to the process of how readers construct their menta1 representation of a passage (van Dijk & Kintsch, 1983 ). However, surnmary task has a methodological problem in that readers' performance in the use of macrorules reflects not only the process of reading comprehension but also their writing ski11s (Cohen, 1993 (Grabe, 2009 ). According to van Dijk and Kintsch ( , 1983 (van Dijk & Kintsch, 1983) . Evidence suggests that the process of macroproposition constmction from micropropositions is under the control ofmacrorules (e.g., Brown & DaM 1983; Kim, 2001; van Dijk, 1977; van Dljk & Kintsch, 1978 , Although various types of macrorules have been suggested by previous researchers, van Kintsch (1978, 1983) identified three main macTorule types: deletion, generalization and construction, The definition ofeach macrorule is briefly described as shown in [fable 1. (Kintsch, 1990 (Brown & DaM 1983; Kintsch, 1990; Winograd, 1984 (Kintsch, 1990; RitcheM 2011 (Graesser & Kreuz, 1993 (Alderson, 2000 (Cohen, 1993; Winograd, 1984) . For example, Winograd (1984) (Guindon & Kintsch, 1984; RitcheM 2011 Kim, 2001 ). The second study was fbr (b), (c), and (d); it was necessary to control these factors strictly because they influence L2 and EFL leamers' reading processes (e.g., Kim, 2001; Ushiro et al., 2008 Ushiro et al., , 2009 (Grabe, 2009 
